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SUMMARY  OF  THE 

84TH  CONGRESS,  FIRST  SESSION- 

-PART  II 

IN  THIS  ISSUE 

Congress  adjourned  on  August  3  after  considering  and  passing  a  number  of  important  pieces  of  legislation  and 
failing  to  act  on  others.  The  last  Newsletter  (No.  143,  August  1955)  discussed  the  passage  of  the  Reserve  Bill  and 
the  four-year  draft  extension,  renewal  of  the  Reciprocal  Trade  Act,  the  appropriations  made  for  foreign  aid,  and 
the  fate  of  various  proposals  for  cultural  and  international  exchange. 

This  Newsletter  will  discuss  the  following  measures,  which  the  Congress — 


Passed; 

Two  Resolution  looking  toward  World  Disarmament 

Authorization  of  U.S.  participation  in  International 
Finance  Corporation 

A  bill  doubling  U.S.  surpluses  sold  abroad  to  friend¬ 
ly  nations;  another  distributing  more  to  the  needy 
in  this  country 

Fair  Code  of  Procedures  for  Congressional  Com¬ 
mittees 

Resolution  activating  Senate  Subcommittee  on  Con¬ 
stitutional  Rights ;  a  House  Committee  to  investi¬ 
gate  government  censorship 

Authorization  of  Public  Housing  Construction 

In  addition,  this  Newsletter  will  discuss  action  taken 
American  Indians. 


Took  no  Action  on  or  Defeated; 

Changes  in  Immigration  and  Refugee  Legislation 
Legislation  to  control  Wiretapping 
Federal  Aid  for  School  Construction 
Civil  Rights  Legislation 

Other  Domestic  Issues — ^Hawaii-Alaska  Statehood, 
Public  Power  Projects,  Natural  Gas  Legislation, 
extension  of  Social  Security 

on  a  number  of  bills  affecting  the  status  and  rights  of 


I  WORLD  DISARMAMENT 

I  In  the  last  week  before  adjournment,  the  Senate  passed 
I  two  resolutions  looking  toward  the  achievement  of  world 
disarmament.  One,  S.  Res.  98,  originally  introduced  as  S. 
Res.  93  by  Senator  Hubert  H.  Humphrey  of  Minnesota, 
creates  a  Special  Senate  Foreign  Relations  Subcommittee 
to  study  problems  of  world  disarmament.  The  Subcom¬ 
mittee,  authorized  to  spend  $25,000  on  this  study,  will  be 
composed  of  six  members  of  the  Foreign  Relations  Com¬ 
mittee,  four  members  of  the  Armed  Services  Committee, 
and  two  members  of  the  Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  Ener¬ 
gy,  with  equal  representation  from  both  political  parties. 
The  resolution  was  adopted  July  25  by  voice  vote. 

The  second  resolution,  S.  Res.  71,  introduced  by  Senator 
Stuart  Symington  of  Missouri  for  himself  and  44  Senators 
from  both  parties,  was  passed  by  voice  vote  July  28.  It 
offers  another  approach  to  the  problem  of  disarmament  by 
requesting  the  President  to  urge  the  UN  to  consider  a  dis¬ 
armament  plan  whereby  each  nation’s  arms  production 
would  be  limited  to  a  percentage  of  its  resources — ^pro¬ 
vided  such  limitation  were  accompanied  by  “adequate 
means  of  inspection.”  Ceilings  limiting  the  use  of  various 


resources  for  military  purposes  would  be  established  to 
help  achieve  a  major  increase  in  general  living  standards 
— and  would  be  periodically  revised  through  agreement 
among  the  participating  nations  with  a  view  to  balancing 
security  considerations  against  a  desire  to  devote  increas¬ 
ing  proportions  of  resources  to  peaceful  uses. 

While  neither  of  these  resolutions  call  for  immediate 
far-reaching  steps  toward  total  enforceable  imiversal  dis¬ 
armament,  they  do  represent  substantial  steps  in  terms  of 
the  thinking  of  a  large  number  of  Senators  on  this  basic 
problem  facing  the  world  today. 

FINANCING  INTERNATIONAL  ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT 

One  of  the  continuing  problems  in  the  realm  of  tech¬ 
nical  assistance  and  economic  development  has  been  the 
need  for  capital  to  undertake  some  of  the  basic  projects 
like  harbor  development  or  power  projects,  which  fre¬ 
quently  must  precede  agricultural  or  industrial  improve¬ 
ments.  Private  investors  have  hesitated  to  enter  this  pre¬ 
liminary  field  since  most  such  projects  do  not  yield  an 
immediate  profit.  The  UN  General  Assembly  last  year 


Washington  Newsletter  No.  144 


Page  2 


considered  two  different  proposals  to  help  “fill  the  gap” 
of  international  development  work — the  International  Fi¬ 
nance  Corporation  and  the  Special  UN  Fund  for  Economic 
Development  (SUNFED). 

Congress  approved  and  sent  to  the  White  House  a  bill, 

S.  1894,  to  authorize  United  States  participation  in  the 
proposed  International  Finance  Corporation,  which  the 
President  had  earlier  endorsed  with  the  proviso  that  at 
least  30  other  countries  show  their  support.  The  bill  was 
passed  in  both  houses  by  voice  vote — ^first  by  the  Senate 
on  June  21,  and  then  by  the  House  of  Representatives  on 
August  1. 

The  purpose  of  the  International  Finance  Corporation, 
which  would  be  affiliated  with  the  International  Bank, 
would  be  to  underwrite  the  flow  of  risk  capital  from  pri¬ 
vate  sources  through  liberal  loan  arrangements,  to  under¬ 
take  in  a  limited  way  some  of  this  basic  development 
work.  The  initial  working  capital  would  be  $100  million, 
of  which  the  United  States  share  would  be  $35  million. 

This  is  a  step  forward  in  meeting  some  of  the  needs  for 
development  work,  but  is  a  considerably  less  ambitious 
plan  than  the  proposed  SUNFED,  which  would  devote 
$250  million  as  a  beginning,  from  a  UN  fimd,  rather  than 
trying  to  encourage  private  capital  to  undertake  the  work. 
The  United  States,  however,  has  been  reluctant  to  support 
the  SUNFED  proposal,  and  in  1954  the  United  States 
delegate  to  the  General  Assembly  annoxmced  that  as  long 
as  U.S.  defense  expenditures  must  continue  at  a  high 
level,  this  country  could  not  afford  the  $80  million  re¬ 
quested  from  the  U.S.  No  action  was  taken  in  Congress 
to  implement  the  SUNFED  idea. 

DISPOSAL  OF  AGRICULTURAL  SURPLUSES 
AT  HOME  AND  ABROAD 

On  July  30  the  House  passed  by  voice  vote  a  bill,  S. 
2253,  to  double  to  $1.5  bilhon  the  amovmt  of  surplus 
agricultural  commodities  that  can  be  sold  to  friendly  na¬ 
tions  for  foreign  currencies.  The  Senate  had  ten  days 
earlier  approved  a  similar  bill,  also  by  voice  vote. 

The  bill  specifies  that  the  amoimt  shall  be  considered 
an  objective  “to  be  reached  as  rapidly  as  possible”  and 
that  it  should  not  be  apportioned  by  year  or  by  country. 
It  authorizes  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  in  consulta¬ 
tion  with  other  agencies,  to  determine  the  nations  with 
whom  agreements  are  to  be  negotiated,  and  the  kind  and 
quality  of  commodities  to  be  covered. 

One  point  of  controversy  in  the  Senate  was  over  the 
requirement  in  already  existing  legislation  that  half  of 
the  shipments  must  be  made  in  U.S.  ships.  Thirteen  of 
the  members  of  the  Senate  Agriculture  and  Forestry 
Committee,  including  Senators  Mundt,  Anderson  and  Hol¬ 
land,  sponsored  a  substitute  for  the  bill  as  reported  out  of 
their  Committee  which  would  exempt  agricultural  com¬ 
modities  from  this  requirement  The  substitute  was  re¬ 
jected,  however,  by  voice  vote  in  the  Senate,  mainly  due 
to  pressure  brought  by  the  shipping  lobby. 

Another  bill,  H.R.  2581,  passed  in  amended  form  by 
the  Senate  in  July  27,  and  approved  by  the  House  July 
29,  will  make  surplus  cornmeal  and  wheat  flour  avail¬ 
able  to  needy  persons  in  the  United  States,  up  to  a  limit 
of  $15  million  per  year  for  the  next  two  fiscal  years.  The 
bill  as  passed  provides  that  distribution  be  dependent  on 
the  request  of  state  governors,  and  be  carried  out  by  state 
agencies.  The  original  bill  had  provided  for  federal  dis¬ 
tribution. 

LEGISLATION  INVOLVING  CIVIL  LIBERTIES 
Government  Security  Program 
Congress  during  the  past  session  was  pulled  in  two  di- 
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rections  on  the  government  security  program.  On  the  one 
hand,  there  was  a  rising  tide  of  criticism  of  its  operation, 
critics  stressing  the  vagueness  of  the  charges  against  em¬ 
ployees,  the  lack  of  opportunity  to  confront  and  cross- 
examine  accusers,  the  immediate  suspension  of  pay  of 
those  charged,  making  difficult  the  task  of  preparing  an 
adequate  defense,  and  the  varying  standards  and  lack  of 
coordination  of  security  programs  among  the  various  gov¬ 
ernmental  agencies.  On  the  other  hand,  there  was  a  move 
to  expand  the  program  to  virtually  all  private  industry, 
led  by  Senators  John  Marshall  Butler  of  Maryland  who 
introduced  S.  681. 

The  critics  appear  to  have  won  the  first  round.  On  July 
27  the  Senate  and  House  approved  a  conference  report 
creating  a  Commission  on  Government  Security  “to  study 
and  investigate  the  entire  government  security  program” 
and  recommend  such  changes  as  the  Commission  deems 
desirable  or  necessary.  The  Resolution  creating  the  Com¬ 
mission  was  sponsored  in  the  Senate  by  Senators  Hubert 
H.  Humphrey  of  Minnesota  and  John  Stennis  of  Missis¬ 
sippi  and  in  ^e  House  by  Representative  Francis  E.  Wal¬ 
ter  of  Pennsylvania.  The  12-man  bipartisan  Commission 
will  make  its  report  by  December  31,  1956.  The  Butler 
Bill  on  the  other  hand,  on  which  extensive  hearings  were 
held,  was  not  reported  out  of  the  Senate  Internal  Security 
Subcommittee. 

Wiretapping 

The  House  Judiciary  Subcommittee  on  Wiretapping  re¬ 
ported  with  approval  a  bill,  H.R.  4513,  to  control  wire¬ 
tapping.  The  full  House  Judiciary  Committee  discussed 
the  measure  in  two  sessions  but  took  no  action  on  it  before 
adjournment.  The  Senate  took  no  action  at  all. 

The  bill  as  reported  by  the  House  Subcommittee  out¬ 
laws  most  wiretapping,  prevents  the  use  in  court  of  evi¬ 
dence  obtained  by  wiretapping,  and  makes  illegal  the 
possession  of  wiretapping  equipment  under  certain  cir¬ 
cumstances.  Wiretapping  is  permitted  by  competent  au¬ 
thorities  if  a  court  order  is  obtained  and  if  a  crime  involv¬ 
ing  the  national  security  or  kidnapping  is  involved.  State 
laws  on  wiretapping  are  left  imdisturbed. 

Fair  Code  of  Procedure  for  Congressional  Committees 

As  a  result  of  widespread  dissatisfaction  with  the  meth¬ 
ods  of  some  investigating  committees,  the  House  on  March 
23  passed  H.Res.  151  setting  up  minimum  standards  of 
procedure  for  House  committees.  The  resolution,  which 
has  been  criticized  by  Representative  Hugh  Scott  of 
Pennsylvania  and  others  as  being  well-intentioned  but  in¬ 
effectual  (1)  bans  one-man  subcommittees,  (2)  provides 
that  a  person  who  has  been  defamed  or  degraded  by  evi¬ 
dence  heard  by  an  investigating  committee  may  be  given 
the  opportunity  to  appear  and  refute  the  charges,  and  (3) 
permits  witnesses  to  have  their  lawyers  present  to  advise 
them  concerning  their  constitutional  rights. 

Several  individual  Senate  Committees,  including  the 
Permanent  Investigations  Subcommittee  and  the  Internal 
Security  Subcommittee,  have  adopted  new  rules  for  their 
own  procedures,  including  a  ban  on  one  man  hearings. 
The  Senate  Subcommittee  on  Constitutional  Rights  has 
adopted  several  imusual  provisions  designed  to  protect 
Ayitnesses,  one  being  the  right  of  the  witness  or  his  coun¬ 
sel  to  question  the  relevance  of  any  question  to  the  an¬ 
nounced  subject  matter  of  the  hearing. 

Investigation  of  Constitutional  Rights 
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The  Senate  Judiciary  Subcommittee  on  Constitutional 
Rights  was  activated  on  May  11  with  an  appropriation  by 
the  Senate  of  $50,000  to  make  a  general  examination  of 
the  Bill  of  Rights  and  legislation  affecting  it.  The  Com- 
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mittee  is  composed  of  Senator  Thomas  C.  Hennings  of 
Missouri,  Chairman,  Senator  Joseph  C.  O’Mahoney,  of 
Wyoming,  and  Senator  William  Langer  of  North  Dakota. 
The  Subcommittee  has  announced  its  intention  to  hold 
f  hearings  on  freedom  of  religion  and  the  separation  of 
1  church  and  state  dviring  the  week  of  October  3,  freedom 
f  of  speech  and  press  for  two  weeks  beginning  October  17, 
and  the  right  of  assembly  fpr  four  weeks  beginning  No- 
j  vember  14. 

>  Investigation  of  Government  Censorship 

The  Government  Information  Subcommittee  of  the 
House  Committee  on  Government  Operations  plans  to  in- 
^  vestigate  charges  that  departments  and  agencies  of  the 
^  executive  branch  of  the  government  have  denied  or  with- 
\  held  pertinent  information  from  Congress,  the  press,  and 
the  public.  Hearings  are  expected  to  begin  in  the  fall, 

*  when  private  agencies  and  individuals  will  be  permitted 
■  to  testify  on  cases  where  needed  information  was  with- 
^  held,  as  for  example  in  denying  information  needed  in 
defense  of  individuals  involved  in  loyalty  or  security 
’  charges. 

IMMIGRATION  AND  REFUGEES 
No  Changes  in  the  McCarran- Walter  Immigration  Act 

No  changes  were  made  in  the  McCarran-Walter  Immi¬ 
gration  Act  during  the  first  session,  although  a  mass  of 
legislation  to  amend  the  Act  was  introduced,  including 
omnibus  bills  by  Senator  Herbert  Lehman  and  Repre¬ 
sentative  Emanuel  Cellar  of  New  York,  and  others. 

The  Senate  on  March  18  voted  $102,000  to  its  judiciary 
Committee  to  make  a  study  of  immigration  policies.  l*ub- 
lic  hearings  are  scheduled  for  the  fall.  It  is  hoped  by  op¬ 
ponents  of  the  present  law  that  these  hearings  will  lay  the 
facts  regarding  our  present  inunigration  policy  before  the 
public  and  make  possible  basic  changes  in  the  law. 

The  House  on  July  30  passed  H.R.  6888  which  permits 
wives  and  children  to  join  Spanish  sheepherders  who  have 
already  entered  the  country.  The  Senate  took  no  action 
on  this  bill  before  the  session  closed. 

On  Jime  27  and  28,  Senator  John  F.  Kennedy  of  Mas¬ 
sachusetts  and  Congressman  Frederick  Coudert  of  New 
York  and  Frank  Thompson  of  New  Jersey  introduced 
joint  resolutions  (S.J.Res.  84  H.J.Res.  361,  H.J.Res.  363) 
to  create  a  Government  Commission  on  Immigration  and 
Naturalization  to  study  immigration  policy  and  report  its 
recommendations  by  April  30,  1956.  Such  a  Commission, 
say  its  proponents,  could  break  the  present  impasse  in 
general  revision  of  the  immigration  laws.  Others  inter¬ 
ested  in  revising  the  laws  have  argued  that  such  a  Com¬ 
mission  could  do  little  but  cover  the  same  groimd  that 
President  Truman’s  Commission  on  Immigration  and  Nat- 
j  uralization  did  in  its  Report,  Whom  We  Shall  Welcome, 

I  issued  in  1953,  and  would  serve  to  delay  further  the  time 
when  major  revisions  can  be  made. 

Changes  in  Refugee  Relief  Act  Deferred  to 
Next  Session 

Criticism  of  the  administration  of  the  Refugee  Relief 
Act  exploded  into  full  public  view  during  the  first  session 
with  the  dismissal  of  Edward  J.  Corsi,  special  State  De¬ 
partment  assistant  on  refugee  problems.  Corsi  charged 
that  those  administering  the  Act,  and  especially  Scott 
McLeod,  Administrator  of  the  State  Department’s  Bureau 
of  Inspection,  Security  and  Consular  Affairs,  were  un¬ 
sympathetic  with  the  purposes  of  the  Act  and  were  en¬ 
deavoring  to  hamper  and  impede  rather  than  assist  refu¬ 
gees  to  enter  the  coimtry.  The  Act  was  passed  in  1953  to 


admit  214,000  refugees,  orphans,  escapees  and  relatives 
into  the  coimtry  before  December  31,  1956.  As  of  August 
12,  only  45,418  had  been  granted  visas.  Of  these,  30,334 
had  actually  already  entered  the  coimtry  by  August  7. 

Following  Corsi’s  charges  and  subsequent  hearing  by 
the  Senate  Judiciary  Subcommittee  on  Refugees  and  Es¬ 
capees,  the  President  sent  to  Congress  a  message  propos¬ 
ing  ten  amendments  to  the  Refugee  Relief  Act.  Senators 
Watkins,  Ives,  Duff  and  Case  of  New  Jersey  on  May  31 
introduced  a  bill,  S.  2113,  to  carry  out  the  President’s  rec¬ 
ommendations.  The  Subcommittee  on  Refugees  and  Es¬ 
capees,  headed  by  Senator  Langer,  held  hearings  for  five 
days  on  S.  2113,  S.  1794,  a  similar  bill  sponsored  by  Sen¬ 
ator  Lehman,  and  S.  2149,  a  bill  sponsored  by  Senator 
Langer  to  supplement  the  Administration  and  Lehman 
bills. 

On  July  7  the  Subcommittee  reported  without  recom¬ 
mendation  S.  2113  which  had  been  amended  to  incorpo¬ 
rate  the  least  controversial  provisions  of  the  three  bills. 
During  the  following  four  weeks  that  Congress  was  in 
session.  Senator  Harley  M.  Kilgore  of  West  Virginia, 
Chairman  of  the  Judiciary  Committee,  attempted  to  ob¬ 
tain  full  committee  action  on  the  subcommittee’s  report 
but  was  unable  to  obtain  a  quorum.  Legislative  action  on 
the  Refugee  Relief  Act  has  thus  been  deferred  until  the 
next  session.  There  are  some  signs  that  the  recent  admini¬ 
stration  of  the  Act  has  resulted  in  an  increase  in  the  num¬ 
ber  of  visas  granted  to  refugees. 

FEDERAL  AID  FOR  SCHOOL  CONSTRUCTION 

Congress  adjourned  without  approving  any  of  the  plans 
before  it  for  federal  aid  for  school  construction.  The 
President  proposed  early  in  February  a  program  of  fed¬ 
eral,  state  and  local  spending  of  $7  billion  over  the  next 
three  years,  to  help  build  schoolrooms  needed  to  bridge 
an  estimated  current  gap  of  over  300,000.  All  but  $220 
million  of  the  $1.1  bilhon  federal  share  would  have  been 
in  the  form  of  loans  rather  than  grants-in-aids.  Another 
proposal,  sponsored  by  Senator  Lister  Hill,  would  have 
provided  $500  million  for  direct  federal  aid  for  each  of  the 
next  two  years.  Senator  Hill  also  reintroduced  his  “oil 
for  education”  amendment,  to  use  revenues  from  the  off¬ 
shore  oil  and  mineral  resources  for  educational  purposes. 
In  the  House  Congressman  Stewart  Udall  of  Arizona  in¬ 
troduced  a  forward-looking  bill  late  in  the  session  specif¬ 
ically  designed  to  encourage  school  districts  to  work 
toward  racial  integration,  by  authorizing  the  federal  gov¬ 
ernment  to  pay  the  costs  of  necessary  new  construction 
when  adequate  integration  plans  had  been  drawn  up  by 
the  local  community. 

Extensive  hearings  were  held  by  both  the  Senate  Labor 
and  PubUc  Welfare  Committee  and  the  House  Committee 
on  Education  and  Labor.  On  July  28  the  House  Commit¬ 
tee  reported  a  bill  authorizing  $400  million  a  year  for  each 
of  the  next  four  years  as  grants  to  the  states  on  a  match¬ 
ing  basis,  and  up  to  $6  billion  for  credit  backing  of  local 
school  districts.  The  Committee  had  earlier  rejected  an 
amendment  proposed  by  Representative  Adam  Clayton 
Powell  of  New  York  forbidding  federal  aid  to  states  or 
local  districts  which  practice  racial  segregation. 

No  school  construction  bills  reached  the  Senate  or 
House  floor  before  adjournment.  One  reason  for  Con¬ 
gress’  failure  to  act  on  this  important  issue  was  the  sub¬ 
stantial  controversy  over  aid  to  areas  which  continue  to 
operate  segregated  schools,  and  the  failure  of  pro-federal- 
aid  and  pro-integration  forces  to  agree  on  specific  meas¬ 
ures. 


S 


Washington  Newsletter  No.  144 


Page  4 


CIVIL  RIGHTS  LEGISLATION 

No  floor  action  was  taken  by  the  Congress  on  any  of 
the  wide  variety  of  civil  rights  bills  introduced  in  the  first 
session.  These  bills,  which  will  still  be  before  the  second 
session,  include  proposals  for  anti-lynch  and  anti-poll  tax 
laws,  the  establishment  of  a  fair  employment  practices 
commission,  and  a  law  to  ban  segregation  on  vehicles 
used  in  interstate  commerce. 

The  segregation  issue  did  figure  in  at  least  two  other 
subjects  before  the  Congress.  An  amendment  offered  by 
Representative  Adam  Clayton  Powell  forbidding  the  as¬ 
signment  of  men  to  National  Guard  units  in  states  where 
such  units  were  operated  on  a  segregated  basis  and  adopt¬ 
ed  by  the  House  of  Representatives  nearly  defeated  the 
Reserve  Bill  (see  June  and  August  Newsletters).  The 
threat  of  dissension  over  the  segregation  issue  was  one  of 
the  factors  which  prevented  passage  of  a  bill  to  provide 
federal  aid  for  school  construction. 

LEGISLATION  AFFECTING  AMERICAN 
INDIANS 

On  Indian  legislation.  Congress: 

(1)  Appropriated  $33,850,000  for  Indian  Health  Activ¬ 
ities  for  the  coming  fiscal  year.  This  was  a  $9  million 

increase  over  last  year’s  appropriation.  In  addition,  $250,- 
000  was  granted  for  a  full  scale  study  to  find  remedies  for 
the  pressing  Indian  health  problem. 

(2)  Increased  from  the  usual  five  years  to  25  years  the 
period  for  which  Indians  could  lease  their  restricted 

lands  for  pubhc,  religious,  educational,  recreational,  resi¬ 
dential  or  business  purposes.  The  longer  lease  period  is 
expected  to  make  possible  better  development  and  use  of 
Indian  property. 

(3)  Extended  the  period  of  restriction  against  aliena¬ 
tion  or  encumbrance  of  lands  owned  by  Indians  of 

the  Five  Civilized  Tribes  of  Oklahoma.  The  measure  had 
the  unanimous  support  of  representatives  of  the  Tribes. 

(4)  Granted  to  the  Papago  Indians  all  minerals  lying 
beneath  their  reservation  land.  The  Papago  tribe 

was  the  last  to  receive  both  surface  and  mineral  rights. 


The  Act  forestalled  a  further  rush  of  uranium  prospect¬ 
ors  to  the  Papago  Reservation. 

The  House  enacted  H.R.  4802  which  authorizes  Indians 
to  mortgage  their  trust  or  restricted  property  as  security 
for  loans.  Indian  organizations  have  felt  that  past  experi¬ 
ence  indicates  many  Indians  will  lose  their  land  through 
foreclosure  imder  such  a  system,  and  that  better  methods 
for  extending  credit  to  Indians  can  easily  be  devised.  The 
Senate  has  taken  no  action  on  the  measure. 

Although  the  Senate  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Com¬ 
mittee  had  reported  a  bill  (S.  51)  to  require  that  Indian 
consent  by  ballot  be  obtain^  before  a  state  could  accept 
civil  or  criminal  jxirisdiction  over  them  (see  July  News¬ 
letter)  ,  the  Senate  took  no  action  on  the  measure  before 
adjournment.  The  House  took  no  action  at  all  on  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  obtaining  the  Indians’  approval  of  legislation  af¬ 
fecting  them. 

OTHER  DOMESTIC  ISSUES  IN  BRIEF 

Hawaii- Alaska  Statehood:  Despite  1952  campaign 
pledges  by  both  parties  to  support  Hawaii  and  Alaska 
statehood  proposals  were  again  defeated  by  the  Con¬ 
gress.  The  biU,  which  combined  statehood  for  both  ter¬ 
ritories  in  one  measure,  was  defeated  in  the  House  218- 
170. 

Housing:  Congress  in  a  compromise  bill  authorized  con¬ 
struction  of  45,000  new  public  housing  units  in  the  coming 
year.  The  House  originally  refused  to  approve  any  new 
construction  while  the  Senate  had  voted  a  minimum  of 
50,000  units  in  each  of  two  years.  The  President  had  re¬ 
quested  35,000  units  for  each  of  two  years. 

Minimum  Wage:  Congress  raised  the  minimum  wage 
from  75^  an  hour  to  $1.00.  The  President  requested  90^ 
while  some  legislators  advocated  $1.25.  This  new  rate 
guarantees  a  $2,000  yearly  salary  on  the  basis  of  a  40- 
hour  week,  for  those  covered. 

Social  Security:  No  Senate  action  was  taken  to  approve 
the  House-passed  bill  liberalizing  social  security  benefits 
by  lowering  the  age  for  women  to  receive  benefits  to  62 
and  by  broadening  coverage  for  disabled  persons.  The 
President  opposed  the  House  bill  as  too  broad  in  coverage. 
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